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P R E FA 
4 Manuſcript Reply to the Account which I printed of the 
' tranſaftions in Monkwell-ſtreet, reſpecting my expul-. 
fon from that place, bas been for à long Time circulated pri- 
vately; ſo that the perſon to whom it immediately related, 
and to whom, of all others, a fair and open adverſary would 
have been moſt ready to communicate it, found it far a long 
time impracticable to get it into his poſſeſſion, in order to 
conſider and examine it. But notwithſtanding all this pre- 
caution, the Reply was at length unexpettedly put into my 
bands, by a worthy. gentleman, who judged it the righ of 
every man to be informed of what was advanced againſt him: 
And he having, by I know not what accident, received it 
without the uſual reftrittions, gave me the Liberty of taking” 
a copy. Io | . 
7 Tough it is more than a year fince my account of the 
!rm/uftions referred to was printed; yet copies of the na- 
_ uuſcript Reply are now circulating, with great - affiduity, . 
both” 


This Secret Tranſaction, having been for a conſiderable time car- 
tied on, was defervedly cenſured in the Public Advertiſer, Decem- 
er 1, 1775, In conſequence of which a report was propagated, 
without the ſhadow of truth, that Mr. Toller might have had the 
Reply, but declined receiving it. Mr, Kennedy aſſured a gentleman *' 
(dh informed Mr. Toller of it in a large Company) that it was never 
intended to couceal the Reply from Mr. Toller; and that he might 
have it at any time, if it was his deſire, on condition that he 
Would make no partial tranſcript ; but that he might, if he thought 
proper, tranſcribe the whole. — Mr. Toller returned for an- 
ſwer, That he would undertake to prove, if Mr. Kennedy was 
{5 hardy as to deny it, — that Mr, Kennedy #1MsELe declared, the 
reaion of the Reply not being printed, was to pxevenT its falling 

into Mr. Toller's hands. However, he added, that he would receive 
it on the condition mentioned. About fix or ſeven days after, Mr. 
Toller calling upon the gentleman, and enquiring how it happened 
hat the Reply was not ſent him as propoſed, he was told, that Mr. 
Kennedy had altered bis judgment, and would not let him have it, 
unleſs he would engage not to take any Copy, or Extra, or minute 
whatever. —T his behaviour needs ng comment. The reader will form 
his own opinion of it. | 
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both in Town and Country; containing repreſentations au; 
affertions, either partial, perverted, or groundlefe, in order 
10 injure a character, by the method of private attack, 
which it would not be eaſy to do fairly and openly. And it 
is not ſo much any apprehended Strength of argument con. 
tained in this Reply, as the bold aſſertions and. uncandid in- 
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Inuations, thus covertly propagated, which render it neceſ. 


© fary, in my opinion, in vindication of my character, 10 call 
up the attention of the public once more to this diſagrecabli 


fubjett. 
I was my earneft wiſh, that tht Stream of my life might 


have paſſed unruſted, if poſſible, by any conteſts. While con- 
need with Dr. Fordyce, I overlooked many things in his and 
his friend's conduct towards me, which I believe moſt per- 
ſons would have thought me juſtified in taking, at leaſt, ; 
| motice of, And 1 am happy to reflect, tha? nothing was by 
me ſaid or done defignedly, or, I may ſay on the matureſ re. 
eolleton, inadvertently, to give any colourable pretence for 
the treatment I received; or to excite any diſturbances in the 
ſoctety with which we were connected. 
. The Reply to which the following pages are an enfever, is 
circulated without a name. But I think 1 have reaſon to 
addreſs this anſwer to Dr. Fordyce, fince the Reply is cireu 
lated by one who is well known to af under his direction; 
fince it has been circulated by the Dr. himſelf, and bears 
evident marks of his pen; and fince part EL its contents the 
Dr. only could furniſh, 
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REVEREND SIR, 7 3 


Do not, nor ever did, feel any pleaſure in ſtrife and 
debate. The letters which I wrote to you ſome time 
ſince were only anſwers to thoſe which I received from you. 
And the publication of that correſpondence, with ſome 
ſubſequent tranſactions, was in compliance with a duty 
which every man owes to himſelf, the vindicatior of his 
character. As the event, which was brought about at your 
inſtigation, and by your influence, tended, when confi. 
dered ſeparately from ſome material circumſtances, and e- 
pecially when falſely repreſented, to make impreſſions ta 
my diſadvantage; it was judged proper, that the ſource 
from which it originated, and the means by which it was 
effected, ſhould be laid before the public. In doing this, 
1 confined myſelf almoſt entirely to fads, making very few 
reflections, leaving theſe to be ſupplied by the intelligent 
reader.“ 85 5 „ 
When the pamphlet was printed, copies of it were given 
to numbers, in particular to your moſt zealous adherents, 
not excepting even your prudent friend; ſome of whom, 
dy 1 „ 
. * It is aſſerted in the preface to the Reply, that Mr. Toller's printed ll 
pamphlet, containing the correſpondence and ſubſequent tranſactions, | | 
| 
| 


was © circulated againſt the opinion and advice of a number of his beſt 
friends and diſcreeteſt acquaintance.” If this were true, it would not 
at all affect the merits of the pamphlet. But it is ſo far from being true, 
that it was printed and circulated with the general concurrence and ap- 
probation of Mr. Toller's friends; and it was carefully and diſtinctly 
read, before it was printed, to the greater part, if not to all thoſe gen- 
tleman (Mr, Toller's friends) who were preſent at his expulſion, and ' 
ee and ear witneſſes of what paſſed. He requeſted them to meer in "1 
erder to hear it read, left he ſhould omit any thing material through for- 1 
getfulneſs; or give a falſe colouring to any fact through miſapprehen- 
fn cr: miſtake, They attentively heard, and fully approved cf —_ 
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1 am told, attending you at your Lodgings, the pam. 
Phlet was there read and examined. And had there been 
any thing objectionable in what I had advanced; had 1 
related any thing material as a fact, which you were capa- 
ble of diſproving, you might have ſtated your objections, 
and produced your evidence OPENLY, and without diſguiſe, 
This would have been fair, honourable, and manly. But 
you thought proper to adopt a different plan. You and 
your agents have PRIVATELY circulated a Reply, contain- 
ing much extraneous matter, the characteriſtic features of 
which will not, I preſume, excite any amiable ideas of its 
author. 8 
I ſpeak of it, Sir, from my own knowledge, and not 
from report only; for, though ſo much ungenerous cau- 
tion has been uſed, to prevent my having an opportunity 
of wiping off its aſperſions ; yet I have an exact copy of 
it now before me; and to do myſelf juſtice, am once 
more compelled to reſume my pen, and enter again inta 
the unpleaſing ſubject of my former publication. 
In the differences which have ariſen between us, it is 
univerſally allowed, that you were the accress0R. You 
plead, not intentionally ; -but I think it obvious, that yeur 
treatment of me was INTENTIONALLY affrontive. Surely 
it is in no degree credible, —That after requeſting me to 
Join with you in the Adminiſtration of the Lord's Supper, 
you ſhould ſend me a letter of diſmiſſion expreſſed in lan- 
guage magiſterial and inſulting; —and the next Lord's 
day after I had complained to you of this uſage, ſhould 
engage Mr. Davidſon, a ſtranger to the congregation, to 
adminiſter ;—and on that day ſhut up the meeting-houſe 
for repairs, without giving me any previous intimation of 
it; and ALL without the leaſt INTENTIONAL diſreſpef. Cre- 
dat Fudzus Apella. | | RENT 
By attempting to vindicate ſuch a ſeries of ill behaviour 


on the untenable ground of inadvertency, I apprehend, 
Wy | you 
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he had written. Not one perſon among all his friends and acquaintance 
ever gave him the leaſt hint, that this cauſe would not bear public ex- 
mination ; or that it would be to his diſadvantage, if it were univerſally p 
known.—Some, I am told, who took an active part in the buſineſs 
the expulſion, expreſſed their concern, when they heard that an account 
of it was to be printed. They did not heſitate to perpetrate the act; but 
alter it was perpetrated, - they dreaded the infamy. | 


d 
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Ra 18 
you have fallen into many groſs abſurdities, and palpa- 
ble contradictions. It is mentioned in your firſt letter, as 


the reaſon of my not being made acquainted with tjge 
| ſcheme of ſhutting up the meeting-houſe, © that you were 


able to get to town only on tne Lord's day morning.“ Your 
being in town on the Lord's day morning might have been 

thought, by a man of plain underſtanding, a reaſon Why 
you ſhould have been at Monkwell- ſtreet in the morning, 
where you might have informed me of the intention, and 
given me an opportunity of informing the morning audi- 
tory. But I learn from your ſecond letter, that you did 
not get to town in the morning. You there aſſert, that 
you left Mrs. Fordyce at Putney-heath but an hour and 
half before you gave the notice to the afternoon congre- 
gation. T According to this laſt account, if you gave the 
notice immediately on your entering the pulpit (the after- 
noon ſervice beginning at three) you did not leave Put- 
ney-heath until half an hour before two o'clock. How. 
then were you in town in the morning? But you gave 


the notice, as is cuſtomary, at the c/o/e of the ſervice. 


When you gave the notice you had been in the pulpit at 
leaſt an hour and half. And yet you roundly affert, that 
you had then left your houſe at Putney-heath But an hour 
and half, tho? Putney-heath is near ten miles from Monk- - 
well-ſtreet, This circumſtance ( = of little conſe- 
quence reſpecting me) ſerves to illuſtrate with how much 
caution vou write 4 | | | 2 

But whether you got to town in the morning, or in the 
afternoon, you could not, it ſeems, get thither ſooner, on 
account of Mrs. Fordyce's extreme illneſs. She was con- 
aned to her bed in deep diſtreſs; and you were under af- 
ficting apprehenſions of loſing her. Nay you left her, 
half an hour before two o'clock, in this diſtreſſing and dan- 
gerous ſituation :| And yet you came to town, and gave 
notice of ſhutting up the meeting houſe, that you might 


Let. L Pape 3. - + Let. III. Page 39, 1 
It was the Doctor's cuſtom, even in the 232 ſeaſon, to ride from 
Putney-heath to London in the time of morning ſervice. Whether the 
octor came to town earlier or later than uſual, on the above occaſion, 
does not appear, for he aſſerts ao g. , 
{] Let, III, Pages 25, 26;'39. N oe 
"MS ſet 
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6 LETTER I 


ſet out with her the next day, or at fartheſt the next day 
but one, a journey of about five hundred miles. Was it not 
ſomewhat marvellous, that you ſhould expect, when ſhe 
Was confined to her bed, in deep diſtreſs, and in danger of 
death, that ſhe would be fo ſoon capable of taking ſo long 
a journey ? And was it not yet more marvellous, that the 
event ſhould ſo exactly correſpond with your expectation? 
Lou had not, you ſay, the leaſt apprehenſion, that ſhut- 
ting up the meeting-houſe without my Knowledge, would 
give offence ;”* yet you immediately add, that “ you ap- 
plied to an intimate friend of mine (to inſpect tae repairs) 
believing yourſelf the MoRE SAFE from that circumſtance.” Can 
any aſſertions be more contradictory ? Does not a deſire of 
ſafety ſuppoſe an apprehenſion of danger? Was not your 
applying to my friend, with a view to be more ſafe, a vir- 
tual acknowledgment, that you knew you were doing what 
was liable to cenſure, and that you did apprehend it would 
give offence? Your letter totally deſtroys your pleas, of in- 
attention, and is, in fact, Sir, a felo de ſe. 
Nor are you more confiſtent in your reaſons for engap- 
ing Mr. Davidion to adminiſter the Lord's Supper. 


79 ou did not, you ſay, reflect in your hurry, that it was 


my place to adminiſter the Lord's Supper in your abſence. 
If you had, it would have ſtruck you at once as inconſiſ- 
tent with your own ſentiments to think of employing ano- 
ther in the caſe of my being preſent.” Lou ſubjoin, 
« But there are, if I miſtake not, in the life of every man 
moments, in which the plaineſt maxims ſhall eſcape from 
his mind, however habitual or familiar to it at other 
times.“ f That is, in other words, you forgot that I had 
any connection with you : You did not recolleCt that there 
was any miniſter belonging to the Monkwell-ftreet ſociety 
beſides yourſelf; and therefore that you might as well 
employ Mr. Davidion to adminiſter as any other.— 
You ſay alſo, that when you aſked Mr. Davidſon to 
diſpenſe the ſacrament, it was partly from a ſuppoſition | 
that I might be from home. But how could you Bini 
of my being from home, or how could a ſuppoſition of my 
being from Home, on the day of the adminiſtration of the 


* Let, I, Page 8. Þ+ Let. J. Page 9. m Let. I. Port 
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before the firſt Sabbath in Seprember.”** Hence it ap- 


the former, is totally futile : for nothing could have been 


have been natural for you, while upon your Journey 
| (which afforded you ample time for recollection) or, at 


E R I. BP 


Lord's Supper, be a reaſon for engaging Mr. Davidſon, if 
in your hurry you forgot me; or at leaſt forgot my con- 
nection with you, and that it was my place to adminiſter if 
preſent ? Your ſuppoſition that I ſhould be from home, | 
ind your engaging Mr. Davidſon becauſe. you ſuppoſed fo, * !} 
evidently ſhow, that you did think of me; and did | 
think of me as the perſon whoſe place it was to adminiſter, 

There is another reaſon aſſigned different from either of 
the former, © I did not, you ſay, ſee Mr. Davidſon till 
the evening after I gave the intimation (of ſhutting up the: | 
meeting- houſe;) and as I had. No oppoRTUNITY that 
evening of applying to you, I was willing to make the 
matter ſure in the event of my not being able to return 
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pears, that you engaged Mr. Davidſon to adminiſter, act 
becauſe * you did not reflect in your hurry that it was my 
place to adminiſter the Lord's Supper in your abſence 
not becauſe there are in the life of every man moments, in 
which the plaineſt maxims ſhall eſcape from his mind 
however habitual or familiar to it at other times ;?* not be- 
cauſe you ſuppoſed that I ſhould be from home; but 
becauſe you had no opPORTUNITY of applying to me that 
evening. — But this excuſe, beſides its inconſiſtency with 


eaſier, from the vicinity of Iſlington to London, than to 
have ſent me a line, ſignifying that you had ſhut up the: 
meeting-houſe, and was about to take a journey; and 
that, if you did not return by the firſt Sabbath in Sep- 
tember, you would be glad if I would adminiſter. Be-- 
des, my reſidence is much nearer to Monkwell-ſtreet, and 

to your lodgings at your prudent friend's, than the place 
where Mr. Davidſon preached, or the place where he 
reſided; ſo that I might have been more eaſily applied 
to, either perſonally or by meſſage, than Mr. Davidſon. 


Had you not been 1iNTENTIONALLY rude, it would 


tartheſt, upon your return home, to have written ta me. 
a friendly letter; or taken an early opportunity of ſeeing 


5 Let. III. Page 25. 
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me, to apologize for your conduct. Either of theſe would 
have been deemed ſatisfactory, and prevented, if you had 
fo wiſhed, all diſagreement. - And the latter was recom. 
mended to you, after you had begun the correſpondence, 
with a view to ſtop its progreſs, and to reſtore harmony, 
A gentleman coming into your lodgings while you were 
writing your ſecond letter, you ſhowed him your firſt, my 
anſwer to it, and what you had then written of the ſecond; 
and aſked. his ſentiments on the ſubject. The gentleman 

_ frankly gave it as his opinion, that you were blameable; 
and ſaid, If you will take my advice, Doctor, inſtead 
of ſending the long letter you are now writing (whick will 
be to,manner of purpoſe but to make things worſe), go 
and knock at Mr. Toller's door, and take him by the 
hand and aſk his' pardon : that will at once put an end 
to the affair.” —You immediately raiſing yourſelf into a 
conſequential attitude, ſaid, Sir, Do you conſider ur 
DIGNITY! To which the gentleman made this ſtriking 
reply“ I am ſhocked to hear you talk of your picnity, 
when I conſider, that your Saviouk and mine conde- 
fcended to waſh his Diſciples feet.“ STINT 
Inftead of making a friendly apology, you thought 
proper furiouſly to attack me, and on the moſt frivolous 
pretence imaginable. I had ſaid, the morning on which | 
the meeting-houſe was opened, that ſhutting it up without 
my knowledge, was treating me very diſreſpectfully. I 
could have ſaid nothing more unexceptionable on ſugh an 
occaſion, nor ſaid it at a fitter time. I did not fogbeſ a 
ſingle perſonal reflection. I barely mentioned the inci- 
vility; and mentioned it, as was natural, the firſt oppor- 
tunity that offered, when ſeveral of 8 congregation came 
into the veſtry after the morning ſervice, and among the 
reſt, the perſon who had taken upon him to conduct the 
temporal affairs of the ſociety. If I had not then men- 
| tioned it, I could not with equal propriety have mentioned 
it at all. And I doubt not, it was expected that I ſhould 
then make ſome mention of it; and that your prudent 
friend, and his worthy coadjutor * came into the veſtry 
with the laudable deſign of laying hold of any thing * 


* 2 _ __ ey Motion for Mr, Toller's withdraw- 
ing; + that he might not hear what was to be laid to his charge, not 
4 7 Sub. Tranſ. P. 73. | | * ſpeak 
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I might unguardedly, ſay, and improving it to my diſad- 
vantage; for theſe worthy per ſonages were not accuſtomed 
to come into the veſtry in the morning. Tou had no 
reaſon whatever to pour out your reproaches upon me, 
or even to expreſs any kind of diſpleaſure at what I ſaid. 
] neither did, nor was underſtood at the time to cenſure 
you. And it is evident that it was not my intention; for 
if it had, I ſhould not have failed ſtrongly to have repre- 
preſented the unbecoming treatment I had received, re- 
ſpecting the adminiſtration of the Sacrament, which was 
directly chargeable on you, and which furniſhed me with + 
by far greater cauſe of complaint. 5 TO 
The groſs incivilities which you offered me, and in ſuch 
quick ſucceſſion ;—the trifling, and I think I need not he- 
ſitate to ſay, Sir, the coNTRADICTORY excuſes which you 
have made for them ;—your violent attack upon me (after 
offering me thoſe incivilities) as if I had been the aggreſ- 
ſor ;——and your ſhowing ſo publicly the letter containing 
this attack, before it was poſſible for me to return, an 
anſwer (which was inconſiſtent with every principle of 
good Breeding, and evidently calculated to inflame) can- 
not leave the ſhadow of a doubt, on the mind of any im- 
partial and diſcerning perſon, that your deſign was to 
urge me to relinquiſh my connection with the then Monk- 
well-ſtreer ſociety ; ar to provoke me. to ſome haſty act of 
reſentment, which would have furniſhed a plauſible pre- 
text for accompliſhing my expulſion, in a manner leſs ob- 
noxious than that to which you had afterwards recourſe, _ 
DOE It 


ſpeak in his defence; and who, when Mr. Toller was permitted to 
ſpeak, rudely interrupted him. t This ſame Mr. Marſton, I have heard, 
was with Dr. Fordyce and his prudent friend, late the Saturday preceding, 
on the buſineſs of Mr. Toller's intended expulfion. On the Lord's Day 
morning he was at Monkwell-ſtreet to hear Mr. Toller; and came to the 
door of his pew, as Mr. Toller was paſſing from the pulpit to the veſtry, 
and ſhook him by the hand, no doubt very cordially. | 

| t Sub Tranſ. P. 76. 
Mr. Toller, in one of his letters to Dr. Fordyce,“ mentioned what 
paſſed in the veſtry relative to the ſhutting up the meeting; and offered 
to prove, by the teſtimony of a gentleman of unexceptionable character, 
who was preſent, that Mr. Toller did not ſay àny thing reflecting on Dr. 
Fordyce, and that there did not appear any apprehenſion at the time, 


. * Let. IV. Page 41. 
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It was no proof of your wiſdom to introduce into your 
letters ſo unneceſſarily the affair of the Bible. A preſent 
(if it may be called a pre/ent) obtained by ſolicitation, or, 
if you would rather, by application from houſe to houſe, 
could do you no honour. And your aſſertion, that you 
knew nothing of it till it met your eye on the deſk (though 
you had uſed it ſeveral times in the pulpit before there 
was any deſk) has not, I believe, been deemed ad. 
© vantageous to the credit of your account of that unin- 
tereſting affair.“ 9 55 e 
| 2” | 8 But 
that he ſo intended. Mr. Toller had authority from the gentleman to 
make this offer. — The notice Dr. Fordyce takes of this in his next letter 
is ſomewhat curious. He does not call in queſtion the veracity of the 
S nor diſpute his readineſs to give ſuch Teſtimony. But he 
ays, The gentleman to whom you refer, I have ever loved and eſteemed 
as heartily as you can do, and ever ſhall, though he ſhould be perſuaded 
to alter his opinion of me. 'The worthieſt men may be miſled in ſome of 
their opinions, about perſons and things. But their leading principles 
will always be the ſame”|]| Worthy men, it is certain, may be miſ- 
taken in their opinions; but worthy men will not bear falſe witneſs re. 
ſpecting a plain recent fa#. They will not aſſert any thing to be true 
on their own knowledge, which they do not know to be ſo. The 
Dr. by artfully ſubſtituting mere matter of opinion, inſtead of poſitive 
teſtimony to a fact, attempts to evade the moſt deciſive proof, that his at- 
tack upon Mr. Toller was entirely groundleſs, 
[| Poſtſcript to Letter V. Page 50. | | PS 

* Though this affair of the Bible was originally introduced by Dr. 
Fordyce himſelf, and is foreign to the Matters in diſpute ; yet in the Re- 

ly, about ſix quarto pages are employed on that ſubject. If the reader, 
=! Sal were to compare what is there written with Mr. Toller's ac- 
count, he would find that account confirmed almoft in every article. In- 
deed Mr. Toller is charged with having falſely repreſented, that ſome 
who ſubſcribed to the Bible were about the age of fifty, who could not, 
without a ſtrong figure, be ranked among the young.“ But how is this 
proved to be a falſe repreſentation ? Why truly the elzerly ſubſcribers 
did not ſubſcribe for chemjelves ; but ſingly on the account, and in the 
name of their cuiLpren.”t Mr. Kennedy, for inftance, as I am told, 
£abſcribed , ſingly on the account, and in the name of bis children,” 
(the eldeſt of whom, if I recollect, was not then more than three years 
of age) and inſerted the names of theſe young MEN, or young wOMEN, 
in the lift of ſubſcribers, “as a token of THEIX gratitude and eſteem 
to THEIR Paſtor and — — Fordyce, D. D). 

Dr. Fordyce, ſpeaking of the Bible, ſays, that he kn — 
it till the moment it met his eyes in the deſk. . By which he is ſaid 
only to mean, that he had never ſeen it in its zexw form, or in its new 
binding, and that he knew nothing of it as a pre/ent till it met his eye 
in the deſk, If this was his meaning, what Mr. 'Ioller ſaid was not in- 
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But the worſt circumſtance of all yet remains to be 
mentioned. 4 have repeatedly tatd, * that on our return 
to the veſtry, immediately after our ſirſt joint-adininifſtre- 
tion of the Lord's Supper, you ſpoke with Ar rRORATIO 
of the manner in which the Service had been conducted: 
Nor have you in either of your letters ventured to deny 

this. But you have faid in one of them — ** The firſt 
day I ſpake at the fame time ich you, though 1 did 
vor like the method after | began it.“ I fincerely profeſs; 
had not the moſt diſtant idea that you meant we ſhould 
both ſpeak together. It certainly formed a very uncom- 
mon MEDLEY on fo folemn an occaſion, Nor will I deny 

* Let II. Page 14.—TV. Page 45.— VI. Page 58. LT | 
1 ag In for kr Tallers — « I ſuppoſe, 17 7 
nean that you had never ſeen the Se till then, you forgot that the deſł 


2 


was not made when the bib e was firſt brought to the 3 Thus, 
ar 


candidly and cautioufly did he exprets himfelf; and yet this 


ced a loud note of exclamation.— But in truth the above account will 
hardly avail the Dr.; for ſo far was he from beinp entirely ignorant of 


what was tranſacting, that he went and made enquiry, when the bible 
was binding, how the binding went on, — « but I muſt know 
nothing abo..t it; *tis wholly le't to Mr. Kennedy.“ 


The fact reſpecting Mr. Toller's declining the uſe of the bible, about 
which the Dr. and his prudent friend have raiſed ſo great a clamour, is 


preciſely as ſtated at the concluſion of the fixth letter, and in the note 


ſubjoined : And no good reaſon can be given why Mr. Toller ſhoutd have 


uſed Dr. Fordyce's bible, the uſe of which Dr. Fordyce never offered him 


either in perſon, or by meſſage written or verbal, when there was another 


bible inſcribed Monkwell-ſtreet chapel (which infcription undoubtedly 
ſignified that it was intended for the uſe of that place) and which, 
though it has been repreſented as old and tattered, was new and elegantly 
bound, and one of the beſt, if not the beft Engliſh folio edition of the 
bible now in print. It is ſaid, that Mr. Kennedy ordered the pew opener 
to put Dr. Fordyce's bible on the deſk for Mr. Toller's uſe.}} Perhaps 


it may be ſo. And if Mr. Toller had heard him give the order, and 


and Mr. Kennedy had informed him, that it was by Dr. Forayce's di- 
rection, he probably would have thanked him for his ( obliging atten- 
ton,” + and told him that there was no manner of occafion for his uſing 
Dr. Fordyce's bible, as there was ſo handſome a one belonging to the 


meeting, Had Mr. Kennedy offered to Mr. Toller, and in the Doctors 


name, the uſe of the bible, he might have declined accepting the offer 
without giving any juſt cauſe of offence. *Tis really irkſome to be 
obliged to ſay ſo much on ſo plain and fo inſignificant a ſubject.— Mr. 
Toller recollects nothing of the meſſage ſaid to be ſent to him reſpecting 

is account of the bible, charging him with propagating an infamous 
falſehood.” t No mention is made of the — who ſent this meſſage, 


or ot the perſon by whom it was ſent. It has all the appearance, to return 


*he ſame epithet, of an © infamous” fiction. 


1 Let. VI. P. 59. || Reply, P. 7. f Ib. t Reply, P. 6. 
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that I was SECRETLY HURT when I reflected on my inter. 
rupting the attention of any, by ſpeaking after you had 
begun.“ When I reflect on the fact which I have related, 
and compare it with theſe paſſages,'I will not deny that] 
feel a deep concern. What can be more affecting than 
the idea of a man, appearing under the character of a 
MINISTER OF RELIGION, after engaging in the moiſt 
Jolemn act of chriſtian worſhip (that of commemorating 
the Death of the Redeemer) immediately declaring his 
APPROBATION of that which had juſt excited in him ſenſa- 
tions painful and diſguſting ? or, to anſwer a preſent 
purpoſe, DELIBERATELY DECLARING, that he felt ſuch 
ſenſations, when in reality he felt them not? The fact 
which I have repeatedly aſſerted, and am ready to aver 
in the moſt ſolemn manner, and which you have not 
ventured to deny, leaves you no other alternative. Can 
you then wonder, Sir, that numbers have been ſcandalized 
at SUCH A VIOLATION OF TRUTH ? 5 


1 am, &c. 


Let. UI. P. zo, 31. 
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REVEREND SIR, 


THE gentlemen who called upon you, expreſſing 

their wiſhes that you and I would meet, that, by a 
friendly explanation harmony might be reſtored between 
us, diſcovered a very commendable diſpoſition. It would 
have done credit to the character under which you appear, 
had you readily and chearfully complied. The letter and 
ſpirit of the Goſpel enjoin, in ſuch circumſtances, ſuch a 
procedure. But, though theſe gentlemen called upon 
you with a conciliatory deſign; . yet you were pleaſed to 
entertain them with reproaches of me, when I was not 
preſent to plead my own cauſe.” And when your ſpirits 
began to fail, and the eagerneſs of your reproaches to 
abate, your prudent friend (who was 1n your apartment 


while theſe gentlemen were there) adopted your ideas, and 


purſued your ſubject with a vulgarity, which would have 
been remarkable in any other man who ſtood, in a near 
connection with a chriſtian ſociety, threatning ſome vio- 
lence to me, © were it not for the protection of my black 
wat,” It cannot well be ſuppoſed that the gentlemen, who 
came with a peaceable intention, ſhould be much delighted 
with ſuch kind of diſcourſe. And if the words mentioned 
n the reply“ were really ſpoken by any of them, (of which 
| muſt be permitted at leaſt to entertain my doubts) they 
vere certainly ſarcaſtic and ironical, + | 
At length you ſo far condeſcended as to conſent to meet 
me ax the houſe of a common friend, and to fit with me 
a this. ſame table, provided not one word was ſaid, while 
de were together, on the ſubject of our diſagreement. 
Lou abſolutely refuſed to converſe with me at all on chat 
| C2 ſubje&. 
- © Page $: | 


14 LETTER II. * 
fubjet. But this did not come up to the wiſhes of the 
gentlemen who applied to you: They wiſhed us to have 
met with an amicable intention, and, having coolly con. 
verſed Gn what had given riſe to our differences, to have 
 fiemified our concern that any ſuch differences ſhould have 
ar iſen, and to have expreſſed our mutual deſire to be on 
terms. Such an event would have removed the dif. 
agreeable idea, that thoſe whole office, and connection, re. 
guired them to preach, and to the ſame ſociety, © peace 
on earth and goed will towards men,“ were at variance 
and ſtrife with one another; and would have given great 
pleaſure to all the real friends and well-wiſhers of that ſo- 
cicty. And the gentleman, at whoſe houſe we afterwards 
mct, {whoſe peaccable temper, and worthy character, no 
one acquainted with him will call in queſtion) being ear- 
neſtly deſirous that the interview might produce ſuch an 
explicit reconciliation, invited a miniſter* of known im- 
partiality and candour, to make one of the company in 
order to promote it. But as ſoon as you entered the room, 
addreſſing yourlelf to the gentleman of the houſe, you 
faid, “ Sir, you know the condition on which I am come 
here to day. I muſt inſiſt on its fulfilment. I will not 
enter into any diſcourſe with Mr. Toller on the ſubje&.” 
This peremptory declaration neceſſarily precluded all con 

verſation relative to it. . 
If you declined entering into the affair, which was de 
firable in order to an explicit reconciliation, becauſe you were 
5 8 con 


* The Rev. Mr. Thompſon. s 
The offer which Mr. Toller made by Dr. Fordye*s acquaintance 
of meeting ſome miniſters, and referring their differences to them, wi 
with a view to fuch anexplicit reconciliation as mentioned above, and 
for the ſame ſalutary purpoſes. It could never enter into Mr. Toller 
thoughts (and it is abſurd to ſuppoſe that it could enter into the though 
of any man) to deſire miniſters to meet to preſcribe to Dr. Fordyce 
what intimacies or friendſhips he ought to cultivate.||” Indeed, thi 
Doctor's acquaintance told Mr. Toller that he found, by the Doctor 
converſation, that he never had any particular friendſhip for him. Ant 
tis not 1mprobable that the Doctor, in this inſtance, poke the Truth 
However, at times, the Dr. had the Tr of friendſhip for Mr. Tol 
ler, if not the reality. He often made great profſfons of regard, whe 
in company with thoſe of known attachment ty Mr. Toller. And! 
ſays in his firſt letter to him, I have ſpoken handſomely of you, 9! 
on a thouſand occaſions.” Tou, Sir, never can be an object of 1 


tention: 
* Sub. Tranſ. P. 62. [| Reply, P. 10. $ Let. I. P. 6. 
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cious, that you had not the government of your paſſions; , 
or, as it is aſſerted in the Reply, becauſe you were heartily 
fick of the ſubject (for which indeed you had ample rea- 
ſon) and becauſe you thought any ne diſcuſſion would 
do no good;“ yet as you had met, ſhaken hands, dined, 
and drank tea with me at the houſe of a friend, who ex- 
reſſed his hopes that there would be a lating agreement 
we us; and as, after this, you had met me repeatedly- 
in the veſtry, took me by the hand with apparent friend- 
lineſs, enquiring after my health and that of my family 
and had ſeveral times * participated with me in the ſacra - 
ment of the Lord's Supper,” why did you not permit, af- 
ter theſe amicable interviews, our differences entirely to 
ſublide ? why did you adopt a meaſure which you had no 
right to adopt, which rendered them greater than before, 
and to all intents and purpoſes diſſolved the union of the 
ſociety ? From your not being at reſt after ſuch repeated 
indications of a reconciliation ; but reſolving on a ſeparate 
ſubſcription, I ſee not what inference can be drawn, but that 
your plan was to effect my excluſion from Monkwell ſtreet _ || 
by violence, when you had failed in your attempts to effect 
it by artiſice. If you had wiſhed to continue with me on an 
amicable footing, would it have been improper, if, inſtead ll 
of attacking me on your return from your journey, you Il! 
had made a friendly apology for your many incivilities, 
even one, them (according to your own account) the 
mere effect of inattention and inadvertency? Or might not 
your hoſtilities have ceaſed, when I had anſwered your farſt 
letter, and avowed my defire to be with you on the beſt | 
terms; eſpecially after we had met, ſhaken hands, and fax 
down together as friends and brethren at the Lord's table? 


\ | 
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* Reply, Page 8. | 43 5 ES | 
tentional rudeneſs among perfons of the leaſt decency.”* But after all, 
the Dr. it ſeems. had never any particular friendſhip for the man of 
whom he could ſpeak thus handſomely, after being connected with. him 
for fourteen years. —If it be intended to ſuggeſt in the Reply, that the 
gentleman of Dr. Fordyce's intimate acquaintance blamed Mr. Toller 
for his conduct in this buſineſs, the ſuggeſtion is wholly groundleſs: The 
Gentleman, on the contrary, told Mr. Toller, that he had done what be- 
came him as a man, a chriſtian, and a chriſtian miniſter. N 


Let. I. Page 9. 
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Lou began the quarrel in the firſt inſtance; you renewed 
it in the ſecond. * ; | 

Every material circumſtance which I have related, re. 
ſpecting the very important fact of the RESOLUTION for a ſe- 


parate ſubſcription, is corroborated by the Reply. It con- 


firms the account, that you had RESOLVRD, with the ap- 

robation of very many of your friends, on a ſeparate 
ſubſcription; that your friends met at the Queen's Arms 
tavern, in St. Paul's church- yard, and approved of a letter 
which was there read, containing the reſolution; which it 
ſeems was the letter afterwards ſent by Mr. Kennedy to my 
friend, and which few will doubt was your production; — 
that your friends therwagreed, without the conſent or know- 
78 of the ſociety, that the RESOLUTION for a ſeparate 
ſubſcription ſhould be conveyed to me: And it was con- 
veyed accordingly ; — and that they there agreed, that the 
ſabſcriptions ſhould be * appropriated to you ; which 
15, in other words, that they ſhould be for you onLy,F— 
Whoever reads the Reply with any degree of attention, 
will percetve that, after all the long and laboured attempts 


0 | to 
lt is brought as a heavy charge againſt Mr. Toller, I that when he 


| mentioned his and Dr. Fordyce's meeting at the houſe of a friend, &c. 
he did not relate, that they dined and drank tea together; and that after 


. Dinner the gentleman of the houſe ſaid, he was glad to ſee them ſhake - 


hands, and hoped the agreement would be laſting.” — But if theſe cir- 
cumſtances are of any conſequence, they operate directly againſt Dr. For 
. dyce: For the ſtronger the indications of a reconciliation, the more in- 
excuſeable was he for renewing the quarrel. It is alſo repreſented as a 
high miſdemeanour, f that Mr. Toller's quotation from the letter, which con- 
tained the reſolution for a ſeparate ſubſcription, did not include the whole 
of it. Alt is rather a new poſition, that when a man quotes a performance, 
he is obliged to tranſcribe the whole. There would, indeed. have been ſome 
reaſon to complain, had Mr. Toller ſuppreſſed a part of the letter, which 
conveyed a meaning different from wha was ſeemingly conveyed by the 
part which he cited. But the very 4%gun of the letter was to announce 
what Mr. Toller quoted it to prove. Mr. Toller did not think it neceſ- 
ſary to quote the compliment which Mr. Kennedy paid to the gentleman to 
whom the letter was addreſſed, of which every one knows he is truly de- 
ſerving ; nor the compliment which Mr. Kennedy was pleaſed to pay to 
HIMSELF, of which every one does not know he is truly deſerving. 
Reply, Page 9g. 8 Sub. Tranſ. Page 62. Þ Reply, Page 10. 
+ Tt is ſaid in the Reply,“ that << the ſole buſineſs of the meeting at 
the Queen's Arms tavern was to aſk the opinion of thoſe preſent, whether 


ſending ſuch a letter to a friend of Mr. Toller's, was a proper manner of 


* Reply, Page 18. | | a 
| conveying 
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io explain and palliate, theſe facts are confirmed by it. And 
theſe facts being confirmed, my reaſoning on, and in- 
ferences from them, are obviouſly juſt and conclufive.— 

You and your friends, by reſolving that there [ſhould be 
a ſeparate ſubſcription, and ſending the refolution to me, 


conveying to him the information“ of the reſolution for a ſeparate fub- 
ſcription. Now I would appeal to any reaſonable perſon, whether it has 
the air of probability, that the principal of Dr. Fordyce's friends (twenty- 
fix in number according to the Reply“) ſhould be called together soLELY 
to give their oi oN as to the ManNER of informing Mr. Toller of the 
feſolution for a ſeparate ſubſcription, and not to give their aſſent to the re- 
ſolution itſelf. Beſides, is it not ſaid in the very ſame page, chat che letter, 
containing the reſolution, was read at the Queen's Arms tavern, Ap- 
PROVED and AGREED 70 be /ent as at firſt propoſed ? Was this iving 
their opinion reſpecting the propriety of the manner of ſending the letter! 
Was not this reſolving in concert with Dr. Fordyce, and a upon the 
reſolution? Nay, is it not expreſly faid in the letter containing 3 reſo- | 
lution, that Dr. Fordyce had reſolved with the approbatiom of wery many | | 
1 


if his friends? And yet it is attempted in the Reply to decerve the reader 
with the Idea, that Dr. F ordyce's friends had nothing todo wath the re- 
folution ; but only gave their opinion about the mode of conveying if. 
Was it not an inſult to the underſtanding of the reader, to ſuppole that 
) he could be deceived by ſo flimſy a pretext ? RE RE > 
It is aſſerted, I that no agreement was entered into not ſubſcribe to 
e Dr. Fordyce and Mr. Toller, but to Dr. Fordyce only chat no ſuch 
. Propoſal was made or intended to be made: But what follows? why it 
r follows, that ** one gentleman ſaid that he deſired his prejeat ſubſcnp- Þ 
e tion might be 2 as 23 ATED to — And 
r. what follows again? Why it follows, that mof? preſent /epnified the fame. | 
r And yet it frog there was no agreement to ſubeeribe 2 Fordyce | 
n only /— The word pre/ent is artfully added to ſubſcription, in order to- 
a miilead the reader; but even this will not avail : For their preſext ſub- | 
_ ſeriptions were their only ſubſcriptions. And, in truth, it was their re- |} 
ole ſolution and agreement, that they would give their /ab/criptions to Dr. | 
e, Fordyce only. There was not the leaſt hint or intimation w | 


ne they intended to ſubſcribe ad to Mr. Toller. Indeed, Mr. Kennedy, | 
ch it is ſaid, f informed the company” (after they had agreed to give their | 
the lubſcriptions to Dr. Fordyce only) that that was not the buſineſs of the | 
ice meeting. But whether it was or was not He buſineſs of the meeting; yet | 
ef. it appears, that it was buſineſs tranſacted at the meeting. It is added,h | 
ito Wl that Mr. Kennedy alſo informed the company, << that he wonld wait upon | 

| 

| 


de- every one at their own houſes to know what ſhare of their ſubſcriptions 
to they would pleaſe to allot to Dr. Fordyce;“ that is, after they had de- 


Clared that they would give the whole of their ſubſcriptions to Dr. For- 


10. dyce, Mr. Kennedy would wait upon them to know what Gare they 
> at ould pleaſe to give him. —But it is aſſerted, t ““ of thoſe who did de- 
ther care, that what . a had then ſubſcribed ſhould be for Dr. Fordyce-only ; 


* Reply, Page 44- Ib. Page 18. 2 Ib. Pages 18, 19. 
| Ib, Page 19. + Ib. Res 
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(not as a matter that was in contemplation, but as abſolute: 
ly determined on) without the conſent or knowledge of 
the ſociety, diſſolved its union and cauſed a ſeparation, 
You ſeparated from the ſociety, by withdrawing your de. 
pendance upon it, and relying on the individual contribu. 
tions of your friends: And th ſeparated from it, by with- 

N N EE drawing 


alſo to Mr. Toller.“ — What was their /ecret meaning I know not; nor is 
it of any conſequence. It is eaſy for a man, if he does not feel the re. 
ſtraints of truth, to ſay any thing on that head. And it is not pretended 
that they mentioned, or even intimated at that time, or at any time to the 
day of Mr. Toller's Expulſion (which was more than three weeks after) 
any ſich intention. Their declaring that their ſubſcriptions ſhould be 
for Dr. Fordyce on LY, implied the direct contrary, I muſt be excuſed 
yielding implicit credit to bare aſſertions, in oppoſition to the ſtrongeſt, 


tended to become a ſubſcriber to Mr. Toller, after treating him with the 
moſt vulgar and unprovoked abute, threatning to do ſome violence to him, 
were it not ſor the pro ection of his black coat; and after being unwearied 
in his endeavours to aſperſe and injure him? Or, if he really had any 
ſuch intention, mult it not have been (judging from his well known cha- 
racter) to ſubſcribe ſome trifling ſum, by way of inſult? — But . two 
of Mr. Kennedy's relations, we are told.“ did ſubſcribe to Mr Toller, 
and did ſo by Mr. Kennedy's deſire.” One of the perſons here 
| referred to, is a couſin of Mrs. Kennedy's, This lady, after Dr. For- 
| dyce and his friends had made the ſeparation in the Monkwell-ftreet ſo- 
4 ciety, became a ſubſcriber to Mr. Toller; and continues to be a fubſcriber 
to him now he is in Silver- ſtreet, which doub leſs every one will believe 
is at the deſire of Mr. Kennedy, The other perſon referred to, was a 
brother in-law to Mr. Kennedy, and had long profeſſed a friendſhip for 
Mr. Toller: And as a proof of his friendſhip, when he was ill at Hack- 
ney, in the ſummer 1774, ſend! | Fa Mr. Toller to viſit him, he in- 
formed Mr. Toller, among other things which I ſhall not at preſent re- 
late, that there was a SCHEME ON FOOT TO GET HIM OUT OF MONK- 
WELL-STREET. This information, it ſhould he obſerved, was communi- 
cated to Mr. Toller, before any of the letters had paſt between him and 


of the ſacrament, the ſhutting up the meeting-houſe, &c. And, by the 
way, this confirms, what indeed needs no confirmation, that the deſign of 
theſe inſtances of rudeneſs was to provoke Mr. Toller to relinquiſh his 
connection with the Monkwell- ſtreet ſociety ; and that they were the 
operation of a preconcerted plan.— In a word, if the trifling and paltry 
evaſions in the Reply were admitted to invalidate the facts of Dr. For- 
dyce's friends meeting at the tavern, and reſolving, in concurrence with 
him, without the conſent or knowledge of Mr. Toller's friends, that is to 


to aſcertain any facts whatſoever. | 
Reply, Page 23. | : : 


Mr. Kennedy knows ſeveral, and himſelf one, who meant to ſubſcribe © 


at leaſt, preſumptive evidence. —Is it at all likely, that Mr. Kennedy in- 


Dr. Fordyce ; be pre Dr. Fordyce had treated him fo rudely in the affair 


ſay, of the ſocie y at large; and reſolving that they would fubſcribe 
Dr. Fordyce onLy, it would be impoſſible, admitting fimilar evaſions, 


nnn “ 


dtawingtheir ſubſeriptions from the joint ſubſeriptions of the 
fociety, and agreeing to give them excluſiveꝶ to you: For, 
23 was Obſerved in the ſubſequent tranſactions, the ſociety = 
vas formed for the ſupport of public worſhip in the 
MORNING as well as in the afternoon. * RET 
Your right to RESOLVE that there ſhould be a ſeparate * 
ſubſcription, is a point you do not ſeem diſpoſed to relin- 
quiſh, The Reply proceeds on the idea of this right. 
But, if you had a right © to reſolve with the approbation 
of very many of your friends” that there ſhould be a ſe- 
parate ſubſcription, will you be ſo obliging as to ſhow, + 
why J had not an equal right to refolve with the approba- 
tion of very many of my friends, to adminiſter ro them 
the Lord's Supper? When you, Sir, will vouchfafe to 
prove the former (the union of the ſociety not being ſup- 
poſed to be diſſolved) I will undertake to prove the latter. 
Hitherto you have not even attempted to invalidate the ar- 
euments againſt your poſſeſſing any fuch right. You have 
not hazarded a fingle reaſon in its ſupport. And yet here 
your utmoſt ſtrength ought to have been exerted, as this, 
in a great meaſure, is the determining queſtion. —Indeed, 
tis hard to conceive an adverſary reduced to a more diſ- 
treiſed ſituation, than to be compelled to ſubmit, 2 to 
| D 5 rt 
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v te the 44th page of the Reply, it is aſſerted, that Dr. Fordyce's 
fiends, who met at the Queen's Arms tavern, ** did uot- conſtitute an | 
eighth part of the members and ſubſcribers” of the Monkwell-ſtreet ſo- 
ciety. If theſe were the only perſons who joined with Dr. F ordyce in 
n. Wii: reſolution for a ſeparate ſubſcription (as is here ſuggeſted, dl he 


e- Wition is to no purpoſe). the ſmailneſs of their number rendere him and 
dem the more inexcuſeable in reſolving for the avbole ſociety. But in the 
ni. letter which announced the reſolution, it is {aid, *<* that Dr. Fordyce had 
reſolved with the approbation of. vERY Many of his friends; and in 
air tte 16th page of the Reply, “ to eſtabliſh the plan of a ſeparate ſub- 
ſcription ſeemed to Dr. Fordyce and nis FRIENDS moſt prudent and ad- 
of. Wiiſeable,” So that, as ſeemed beſt to ſuit the immediate purpoſe, they 


his Wvere either very FEW, or very MANY, or ALL. It is ſaid,f that Mr. 
the Tolleꝛ's friends had continual meetings, and Dr. Fordyce's friends only 
Itry that ſingle one“ J know of no meetings that Mr. Toller's friends had 
: _ before he was ill treated in the inſtances already mentioned. But if they 


ad met, there would have been nothing improper or irregular in their 
neeting. Any of the ſociety had a right to meet, and to converſe to- 
pether whenever they thought fit, It was not the meeting of Dr, For- 
lyce's friends that ſeparated the ſociety ; but their ping, when they met, 
Flat was inconſiſtent with its union. | ; | . 

t Reply, P. 19. 


„ ð VV W 

aſſert ſuch a right upon the principles of a prsskwrrz. 
I ſhould be aſhamed, Sir, to profeſs myſelf a diſſenter, ef. 
pecially a diſſenting MINISTER, were I to diſcover ſuch 
total unacquaintance with the firſt rudiments of my pro. 


feſlion. + 


I am, &c. 


IA Mr. Toller ſays, in Sub. Tranf.f © that Dr. Fordyce's pretenſion ty 
any ſuch right (the right to xesoLVE that there ſhould be a ſeparate 
ſubſcription) betrayed either great unacquaintance with the principle 
of the diſſenters, or a determined reſolution to oppoſe them. But ever 

If he had a right, nothing could juſtify his not informing me till F. 
bruary that my ſalary ceaſed laſt Chriſtmas.” To which there is this ve 
auiſe reply: He dwells much upon the principles and methods of dif 
ſenters, forgetting all the while that as diſſenters, they are bound tc 
ſupport no miniſter, longer than they find it convenient and agreeable 
that on this account many diſſenting miniſters have found their ſubſcrip 
tions greatly diminiſhed without any right of complaining.”]| No 
a word is here ſaid to diſprove Mr. Toller's poſitions, that Dr. For 

had not the right which he aſſumed ; and that if he had, it was inen 

perly exerted. It has not the leaſt reference to what it pretends to — 

However, to take it as it is. — Mr. Toller did not forget that diſſentin 
miniſters are ſupported by voluntary ſubſcription, nor that the ſubſen 

bers to a diſſenting ſociety may, when they think proper, withdraw thei 

ſubſcriptions, and break off their connection with it, and of conſequenc 
with the miniſter ; but he never knew, that they could hone/tly withol 
their ſubſcriptions from the miniſter avhzle they continued their conneRtior ſt 
and were capable of paying them. He never knew that a diflenting mi al 
niſter would have zo reaſon to complain, if, at the end of a quarter, or Wl er 
half a year, or of any given time, his ſubſcribers ſhould inform hin 


that they would pay him nothing for his miniſtrations during that 50 " 
time; for that as diſſenters they were bound to ſupport no mint m 
longer than they found it convenient and agreeable.” He is certail th 

| 450 ſimilar conduct in civil life would be deemed fraudulent and ſcaſi ſu 
9 } Page 64, ll Reply, Pages 44, 45 * 
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LET IT ER III. 


REVEREND SIR, 


{Þ HE pretence for the meaſure of a ſeparate ſubſcrip- 
tion now is, that I had expreſſed diſſatisfaction with 
the part of the ſubſcriptions which I received. I ſay this 
js the pretence Now : For in your letter read at the meet- 
ng in Monkwell-ſtreet, in which you © earneſtly pesIRED? 
that a ſeparate ſubſcription night be eſtabliſhed®, (after you 
and your friends had RESOLVED that there ſhould be one, 
and had ſent their reſolution to me) you do not take the 
kaſt notice of any ſuch diſſatisfaction. Nor, that I can 
karn, was the leaſt mention made of it at that time.— 
But admitting, for a moment, the truth of it, what ſteps 


cueht to have been taken, had the peace and union of 


the ſociety been wiſhed to have been preſerved? If ſuch 
ſuppoſed diſſatisfaction, expreſſed in private, was at 
all to be noticed, the ſociety, I apprehend, ſhould have 
enquired of me, whether I was diffatisfied or not: And, 
on the avowal of my diſſatisfaction, ſhould have informed 


me (had ſuch been their ſentiments and determination) 


that they were of opinion J received a proper ſhare of the 
ſubſcriptions, and were determined not to increaſe it. This 
would have been fairly giving me the option of continuing 
on the footing I then was, or of quietly withdrawing z 
and would have been a mode of acting, which could not 
have failed to approve itſelf to every candid mind.—Bur, 
in truth, Sir, the pretence of my diſſatisfaction is totally 
groundleſs. I have averred, and do ſtill aver, that I ne- 
ver expreſſed any diſſatisfaction, with what I had for years 
received, either to you, or to the ſociety, or to any indi- 


"dual. , And I'defy you, or your prudent friend, or all 
; | D 2 your 


* Reply, Page 21. 


lectively, or any other perſon or perſons whatſoever, to 


farther to illuſtrate, how little you know of the diſſenters, | 


ſociety by whom you were choſen, to m̃iniſter among them 


it with thegreateft difficulty, and in the greateſt confuſion, His voice, 


ler's falary. Then, indeed, he did tell him, as mentioned in the Sul 


1 ? 


your friends, prudent and imprudent, ſeparately or Say 


prove the contrary.—lIt is a mere invention, as an excuſe 
far a meaſure, which derived its origin from motives mean | 
and mercenary.* 4 Ed IT AE 5. 

Much is ſaid in the Reply about joint-mmiſter, aſſiſtant, 


and morning preacher ; but to very little purpoſe, except 


though you profeſs to be one. I was choſen by the ſame | 


Jointly 

» When Mr. Kennedy, at the Meeting for Mr. Toller's expulſion, 
had finiſhed reading Dr. Fordyce's letter, he uttered ſomething of a 
— aſſertion, that what he had read was true. But when Mr. Tol - 
„ Who was then preſent, in anfwering that letter (which he bad never 
feen, nor heard of before, and therefore could not have prepared an an. 
ſwer to it, as the Reply inſinuates) came to take notice of the charge in 
it, of his having expreſſed diſſatisfaction, &c. he declared that che charge 
was gromndleſs, and challenged any one to contradict him. No one did 
contradiCt him; not even Mr. Kennedy. Not the leaſt attempt was 
made to ſupport the charge, though, if it could, it ought to have been 
ſupported; as it was 10e the profeſſed ground of Dr. Fordyce and his 
friends original proceedings againſt Mr. Toller; and as ſo much ſtreſi 
was laid upon it in the letter. And had the majority of the pet ſons pre- 
ſent been candid and impartial, they would have inſiſted on the charge 
r or relinquiſhed. —Dr. Fordyce did not pretend, that he 
himſelf ever heard Mr. Toller expreſs any ſuch diſſatisfaction, thouph 
he took upon him to aſſert what were his very words.“ He ſays, he was 
aſſured that Mr. Toller had repeatedly complained to Mr. Kennedy, 
and to vany others.“ But neither Mr. Kennedy, nor any one of thoſe 
MANY, ventured to ſtand forth in ſupport of the charge, when re- 
peatedly called upon and urged to it. — Mr. Toller ſpoke upon the 
occaſion, with that felf- poſſeſſion, and firmneſs of mind, which con- 
ſeious truth inſpires. Mr. Kennedy, on the other hand, was creſt- fallen, 
and confounded, and went out of the table-pew to the bottom of the 
pulpit ſtairs, and called for water to drink. And when Dr. For- 
'dyce's letter was called for, to be read a ſecond time, after Mr. Toll 
'zves gone (which was a mean and pitiful manœuvre) Mr. Kennedy read 


geſture, and look, betrayed a conſciouſneſs, that the ſcheme he was pur 
— was not to be juſtified, —It is pity his convictions were ſo tranſient 
and ineffectual. BEES . 

To the beſt of Mr. Toller's recollection, he has neyer exchanged: 
Fuge word with Mr. Kennedy about ſubſcriptions, or any of the affait 
. of che ſociety, from the year of Mr. Alexander Fordyce's failure, wh? 
Mr. Kennedy took upon him to keep back twenty pounds of Mr. To 
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ſequent Tranſactions, f ' that he would by no means conſent to any fuct 
£ | deduction; 


D. 
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* Reply, Page 34. | Ib + Page 75. 


aint ſubſcriptions of the ſame ſociety, and pray, good 
Doctor, why not joint-miniſter?—The diſlenters, Sir, know 


as miniſters, ſtand preciſely on the ſame ground. I did 
not ſtile myſelf joint. ꝓaſtor. I was paſtor of another con- 
gregation, when I was invited by the Monkwell-ſtreet ſo- 
ciety to miniſter amongſt them, and continued to be ſo af- 
ter 1 accepted of their invitation.—And as to the term 
afiſtant, with which you ſeem ſo much delighted, if you 
knew the meaning of the term, as diſtinguiſbed from morn- 
ing or afternoon preacher, you would have known, that it- 
was uot, nor could be, applicable to me. An affiftant, 
Sir, when diſtinguiſhed from a morning or afternoon 
preacher, is one who not only preaches ſtatedly on one part 
of the day, but alſo aſſiſts the paſtor on the other, when 
abſence, or indiſpoſition, renders the latter incapable.* 
In this ſenſe 1 could not be an aſſiſtant, that being incom- 

| | Ds no patible 
deduction;ꝰ and that he would not go on upon any ſuch terms, as to he 


And he probably mentioned to Mr. Kennedy, and to others, 
ſhare of the ſubſcriptions which he received, as a reaſon why his ſalary 
ought not to be diminzfed; but he denies, that he ever expreſſed to him, 


out fuch deduction ;. or any wiſh or defire that an addition might be made 
to it. And whereas it is aſſerted,“ that one of Mr. 'Toller's moſt inti- 
mate friends, ſaid to Mr. Kennedy, he has often complained to me, 
but ] always adviſed him to be ſatisfied, for that he would never 
{et ſo much any where elſe ;” Mr. Toller denies his making a 

uch complaint, or receiving any ſuch advice. And the Dr. or his 


meant. 1 
Whether Mr. Toller received the uſual fam {after the year in which 
Mr. Kennedy deducted the twenty pounds) in cox/equence' of ſome gen- 


their interference, Mr. Toller received the uſual ſum. And they who 
are intended by Mr. Toller's friends (for during the union of the ſociety, 
they did not cenfider themſelves under that diſtinction, but only as the 
friends of the ſociety) generouſly advanced their ſubſcriptions on Mr. 
Alexander Fordyce's failure; and not only . bat Time; but they 
made the addition to their ſubſcriptions for the ar preceding. 

* Reply, Page 15, 


This diſtinction was lately attended to in a neighbouring congrega- 


3 —— — — 


jviath wich eu: And. I received my ſalary out of che 


nothing of the proud, ſurly, domineering Rector; and the 
obſequious, dependant, cringing curate. Their miniſters, 


. 
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Il able, when Mr. Kennedy thought proper, to have his ſalary gunna | 
e inferior 


or to any other Perſon, any diſſatisfaction with the ſum he received wich- 


agents, are here called upon to name the intimate friend who is hare 


_Uemen intertering or not, is not at all material. However, it is 4rue - 
that ſeveral gentlemen of the congregation did interfere, and that, aſter 


tion, when it was put to the vote, whether an afi/fant, or an afternoon 
preacher, 


—— —— œaͤ—üů ——— — 
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All that I was invited to do by the Monkwell-ſtreer fo. 

cietyy and all that I engaged to do, was to preach to them 

on the Lord's day morning: And therefore, I was truly 
and properly a morning preacher, and not an aſſiſtant.“ 

' You ſeem to think, if you could make it appear, that 
1 was an aſſiſtant, it would then follow, that you had a 
right to treat me juſt as you thought proper. But had 

you proved, what 1s attempted in ſo many tedious pages, 
that I was an aſſiſtant, I ſhould have been as entirely inde- 
pendant of your controul and authority (any otherwiſe 
than being obliged to preach for you when you were una- 
| ble) as a morning preacher, I ſhould in the one caſe, as 
well as in the other, have been dependant, not upon you,” 

1 upon the ſcciety. | | 7 

| When you and your friends thought proper to divide the 
\ ſociety into two parts, the one diſtinguiſhed by the appel- 
lation of your friends, the other of mine; (a diſtinction 

3 ro 8 8 unknown 


tible with the duties of my office in another mou 


M preacher, ſhould be choſen. It was carried for an aſſiſtant. And the 
gentleman choſen not only preaches ſtatedly in the afternoon; but alſo 
aſſiſts the paſtor in the morning, when he is incapable of preaching.— 

| To compliment this gentleman's popularity and eloquence, an oblique 

„ reflection is ungenerouſly thrown out upon the venerable miniſter wich 

whom he is connected.“ I am ſure this gentleman will deſpiſe a compli- 
ment, and eſpecially from ſuch a quarter, at the expence of one whom 
he values as a friend, and reverences as a father. 
TIE of | * Reply, Page 43. 
Mr. Farmer was afternoon preacher at Salter's Hall, and paſtor at 
Walthamſtow ; Mr. Radcliffe was afcernoon preacher at Walthamſtow, 
and paſtor at Poor Jury-lane; Mr. White was afternoon preacher at 
Hackney, and paſtor at the Old Jewry; and Mr. Toller was. morning 
preacher at Monkwell-ſtreet, and paſtor at Nightingale-lane, T hele 
Sentlemen were in the ſame connection (the particular part of the day 
excepted) with their reſpective ſocieties. „CF lg re SQ, 
+ That Dr. Fordyce had a right, whenever he thought proper, to take 
upon him the whole ſervice, and of conſequence that whenever he 
Feafed, Mr. Toller was to be diſmiſſed, is a doctrine advanced in the 


1 | eply.] ] And his not having exerciſed that right, is repreſented as a 
Wk proof of his indulgence to Mr. Toller. But this pretended right is too 
74 Inconſiſtent with the common ideas of juſtice, and indeed too contempti-W | 
| ple to deſerve a refutation. Dr. Fordycęchimſelf was conſcious that he 
had no ſuch right, or he would not have applied to the ſoctety (on his | 
fuppoſifion not then divided) to expel Mr. Toller, and to accept of hi 

-own ſervices in the morning: He would only have announced, that kei 
Was &$SOLVED in future to preach both parts of the Lord's day,” f 


unknown in the united ſtate of the ſociety, however indi- 
viduals might prefer the miniſtrations of one to the miniſ- 
trations of the other) it was very natural for me and my 
friends to meet on ſuch an event. But not to act haſtily, 
and, if poſſible, to reſtore the union which had been 
broken, it was judged adviſeable, that a letter ſbould be 
ſent to Mr. Kennedy, by whom the reſolution for a ſeparate 
ſubſcription was communicated, to enquire into the rea- 
ſons of it. After an interval of five or ſix days (occa- 
fioned probably by your not being in town to dictate one 
ſooner) a reply was made to the letter: but 10 eat Was 
aſſigned in it for the reſolution ; not the ſhadow of a hint 
was given, that it was becauſe I had expreſſed diffatisfac- 
: tion with the ſalary I received, which might have been 
eaſily ſaid, had that hen been the ground of the reſolu- 
K tion. Nor was any reaſon given to the two gentlemen Who 
L called upon Mr. Kennedy, -to enquire into the meaning of 
" ſo extraordinary a meaſure.*—The ſociety being thus di. 
in vided, I was deſired to adminiſter the Lord's Supper in 
the morning, at the ſtated ſeaſons, to thoſe of my friends 
* who were communicants. My compliance with that de- 
lo fire was in every view juſtifiable and proper. T Had I de- 
clined the ſervice, I ſhould have been wanting to myſelf, 
ih to my friends, to my conſcience, and to my duty, All 
oli- your pompous and affected declamation, Sir, on that ſub- 
om ject, is inapplicable and a It can make no 
impreſſion, but on the weakeſt and moſt unreflecting 
rat minds; nor deceive any, but thoſe whoſe intereſt or pręju- 
tow,  4ices render them willing to be deceived, It is vox et pra- 
r at terea nibil. - EW OE 
bee The meeting of my friends and yours, after you had 
day divided the ſociety, was not called, as ſeems ſuggeſted, at 


the inſtance of the former. It was called by you, or by 
er he 7 | 211/04 
n the | | « 5 8 3 En 
—_ Nothing could be more contemptuous than the treatment of Mr. 
pi Toller's friends, in reſolving, &c. without their knowledge, and giving 
vat be dem 2 reaſon for the reſolution, when repeatedly applied to for that 

0M 2 urpote; | LO. 5 

of by t The HO of Mr. Toller's adminiftring the Lord's Supper, and 
bathe i dhe nece/fty of it in his then fityation, are proved in Subſequent Tranſ- 


ations, Page 69, &c, 


TI 


5 your agents ; though abſurdly enough, as the deſign 6f 
the meeting was to do, at your © earneſt deſire,” hat you 


and your friends had already done, had announced to me 


as done, and aſſerted you had a right ro do. My friends 
attended that meeting, in hopes that the ſcheme of a ſe. 
parate ſubſcription, &c. might be relinquiſhed, and thin 


reſtored to their former ſtate; and if not, to ſettle. their 


oportion of the rent and other common expences. And 
if the ſcheme of a feparate ſubſcription had been relin- 
quiſhed, they would, from a love of peace, have over. 
looked the contemptuous treatment they had met with, 
and in general united with your friends as before. Some 
indeed, I apprehend, would not have joined with you m 
communion, having, in the courſe of theſe tranſactions, 
« penetrated into the inſide of your character.“ But it 
was fixed and determined, previous to that meeting (if 
fuch an event did not take place) for me to adminiſter the 
Lord's Supper. And, previous to that meeting, Mr. Ken- 
nedy was fo informed. The event not taking place, the 
reſolution for a ſeparate fubſcription being confirmed, in- 
ftead of relinquiſhed, my friends agreed to contribute, as 
they had before contributed, towards the rent of the 
meeting- houſe, &c. And two or three of my friends were ap- 
pointed, with two or three of yours, to receive ſuch con- 
tributions from our reſpective friends, and apply them to 
the purpoſes intended. Theſe managers, as they are 
called, were not appointed to any thing which immediately 


related to you and to me, as they ſhould have been, if we 


were to be conſidered as minifters, and they as managers of 
the ſame. ſociety. My friends came to me directly from 
that meeting, and told me of their agreement, looking 
upon all matters as then finally fettled, and Ing me 
to adminiſter the Lord's Supper the next firſt Sabbath, 
as before determined.“ And if you really thought, Sir, 
that I had been for years reaping the fruit of your 1 


It is aſſerted? that Mr. Brown affured Mr. Kennedy, “ that Mr. 

Toller's 2 the Sacrament had been the topic of converſation ; 

but that very few of his fiiends approved of the meaſure, and that it was 

a point not-ſetfled,” Mr. Brown could aſſure Mr, Kennedy of role 
1 Reply, Page 26. 


onable obzection could, you, have to me and my friends 


3 a diſtinct ſociety ? It is not unprecedented: among the 
diſſenters for two ſocieties to worſhip in the ſame place, 
the one in the morning, and the other in the afternoon. 


When you and your frignds had (raſhly and inconſiderately 
tis true) divided the ſociety, was it right to prevent me 
and my friends meeting there in a morning as a diſtinct 
ſociety? When you had reſolved that I ſhould no longer 
reap the fruit of your labours, was it fair to reſolve too, 
that I ſhould no longer reap the fruit of my own? And 


no part of their ſubſcriptions, was it generous in you to 
endeavour to ſecure the greater part of the ſubſcriptions 
of my friends, by obliging thoſe of them who were com- 
municants, either to join with you, or to remoye to ſome 
other fociety in another place? As this was injurious to 


I / i Cates 


fore you and your friends, a very few excepted, came thi- 
ther, and contributed liberally to the expence of its re- 
j- bairs, and, therefore, had a property in the place, and 
o In the plate, &c. belonging to it. And was it not unjuſt 
re Wt compel them to remove, or to ſubmit to meaſures, 
ly bout which they were not at all conſulted, ſubverſive of 
the conſtitution of the ſociety, and deſtructive of its union? 


4. 
* 


neeting in Monk well. ſtreet on the Lord's day morning, 


re, fo it was likewiſe unjuſt to my friends. A number 
of them were in poſſeſſion of the meeting-houſe long be- 


that you ſuffered by your connection with N rea- 


There are ſeveral neighbouring inſtances of this kind. — 


when your friends had reſolved that they would give me | 


* 


E | r 


ng Wing; for he was preſent with a number of others of Mr. Toller's ; 


ne ends, the afternoon previous to the above meeting, and knows, as I 
ch doubt not he is ready to teſtify, that Mr. Toller's adminiſtering the 
v2 Lord's Supper was a ſettled point: It is alſo ſaid, 9 % that he (Mr. 
Ir, oller) gave notice to adminiſter the ſacrament at the requeſt of ſome 

of his friends may be true; but itis as true that ſome adviſed him againſt 
ſuch a haſty ſtep, that others regretted, and others condemned it.” If 
this be intended to mean, that ſome ot Mr. ſoller's friends aaviſed him 
gunſt azminiſtering the Lord's Supper, that others regretted, 


Mr. and others condemned the deſign of doing it ; 'tis a falſe aſſertion. | Some 
on; WI" them were inclined to think it unneceſſary to give any notice the 
was lrecedeng Sabbath, of Mr. Toller's intention to adminiſter, as it was 
ſuch lady known to thoſe whom ir cencerned; but they were not againit 


ic meaſure itfelf. T hey ſaw its propriety and neceſfity. 
A | 5 Reply, Fage 42. 
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_— LETTER III. 
And was it not ungrateful as well as unjuſt, thus to' treat 
perſons who ligne your invitation to a ſettlement in Lon. 


don, which you had long been ardently wiſhing, and long 
earneſtly, though unſucceſsfully, labouring to attain * 


1 4 1 3 | 
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LETTER iv. 


REVEREND SIR, 1 mn DEE: 


| AS my expulſion from Monkwell-ſtreet was an act of . 


great injuſtice, ſo the manner of effecting it was an 
outrage to all decorum. It was effected with a precipi- 
tancy and violence, which, in any view, it would bęe im- 
poſſible to excuſe. Had I, in the united ſtate of the ſo- 
ciety, given notice of my intention to adminiſter the Lord's 
Supper, in that caſe the ſociety ſhould have acquainted me, 
that they judged it improper, and could not think of per- 
mitting it; and with a friendly temper have endeavoured 
to convince me of my error, and to prevail on me peace- 
ably to drop the deſign. Lenient meafures ſhould cer- 
tainly have been tried. Expulſion ſhould not have been 
the firſt and immediate ſtep, as that could be juſtified only 
on the ground of neceſlity.* Ss 6 
It was highly indecent in you, Sir, to expreſs ſuch ear- 
neſtneſs for my immediate expulſion. If you thought 
my intention to adminiſter the Lord's Supper wrong, it 
was your duty to have endeavoured, by brotherly expoſ- 


2 _ ©, eulanons 


Although Mr. Toller's intention to adminiſter the Lord's Supper 
vas the pretence for expelling him; yet it appears from the Reply itſelf, 
that his expulſion was not a recent thought. It is ſaid, *' that ſome 
gentlemen did a corfiderable time ſince propoſe to Dr. Fordyce and Mr. 
kennedy, that Mr. Toller ſhould be diſmiſſed on the account of the diſ- 
quiet he was labouring to create.” And Dr. Fordyce in his Letter|| ſays, 
„ ſereral gentlemen, highly offended with ſome part of Mr. Toller's 
conduct towards me, propoſed and preſſed the diſſolving of a connection 
Which they foreſaw would be no longer edifying or ſatisfactory.— Gene- 
zl charges of ill · conduct are eaſily made. But Dr. Fordyce would find 
t difficult to prove in one inſtance any ill conduct of Mr. Toller's towards 
lim, or any attempt to create diſquiet in the ſociety. If he knows 
ck any inſtance, let him produce it. | | 
* Repiy, P,n. _ Fl E436 
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tulation, to prevent my doing it. And if you had met 
with any fiery, impetuous ſpirits, who had been at once 
for puſhing matters to extremes, you ſhould have endes. 
voured, by inculcating the principles of chriſtian forbear. 


ance and moderation, ta have checked and reſtrained them, 


You ſhould have ſtrove to damp their intemperate zeal, 
and not, by adding fuel, have encreaſed the flame. 

The 133 conſequences of fo raſh an act to me and 
to my family, ſhould have inclined you at leaſt to delibe- 
ration. When expelled from Monk well: ſtreet, it was hot 
likely I ſhould be accommodated with a place of worſhip, 
prey "ſituated for the convenience of my friends 

ndeed there was the greateſt reaſon to ſuppoſe; that! 


muſt have been obliged to ſeek new connections, or 


to decline the miniſtry. Nay, my ſuddef\' expulſion, 
(implying that I had been guilty of fome great crime, 
which rendered me unfit to bear the miniſterial character) 
tended entirely to prevent my future fettlement But you 
were little concerned about any conſequences to me and 
my family. How far this was conſiſtent with the prin- 
ciples of a chriftian, or the feelings of a man, I leave to 
your cooler reflection. 5 5 

Was there nothing mean, Sir, in ſending a letter to your 
prudent' friend (in which you preſſed} my expulſion, and 


offered your ſervice to preach in my room) to be read at the 


meeting; and attempting at the ſame time t prevent my 
attendance at that meeting? A man of honour would have 
bluſhed at the idea of fuch conduct. He would even 
have wiſhed the perfon againſt whom he wrote, to have 


been preſent at the reading of his letter, and to have 
| yas an opportunity of ſpeaking in his own vindication. 


knew nothing of the contents of this letter which you 
had written, nor even that ſuch a letter exiſted, till it was 
produced at the meeting by Mr. Kennedy, after I had re- 
fuſed to withdraw.* My behaviour and that of my friends 
was open and candid. When my attendance at that meet: 
ing was determined on, you were made acquainted with * 
lt is aſſerted in the Reply.“ that a meſſenger was ſent to Mr, Toller, 
en the Tueſday, with the information that Pr. Fordyce had written 
Letter to be read at the meeting in the evening, expreſſive of his 2 


© ® Reply, P. 28, 29. 
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WH that you alſo might have attended, if you had been ſo in- 


a clined, My treatment at that meeting was beyond de. 


: ſcription ſhameful. Was it not abhorrent to every prin- 
. ciple of fair proceeding, to pals a vote, at a meeting ſum- 
. moned on purpoſe to criminate and expel me, that I ſhould 


| not be permitted to ſay a word in my own defence, nor 


to hear what was intended to be laid to my charge? And 


d when I inſiſted on my right to be heard, and was at length 


e- permitted to ſpeak, was it not an outrage on all decency 
ot and order to tneer, to interrupt, and to infult me ?* 
p, When, by ſuch unworthy means, you had ſo far ex- 
5 ecuted your plan, as to accompliſh my expulſion, your 
2] | Sap. e WN next 
or DOA / | — : / A * : 
MN ments on the bufineſs, and that Mr. D the ſame, But this 
- aſſertion is entirely devoid of truth. Mr. Toller received no ſuch meſ- 
ne, ſage from any perſon whatſoever. He did not know that Dr. Fordyce 
er) had written any letter, *till it was Por at the meeting by Mr. Ken- 
Ou nedy, as mentioned above. Beſides, if Mr. Toller had been informed 
nd that Dr, Fordyce had written a-letter, how could he write. an anſwer to 
1 it, when he was a ſtranger to its contents? Or how could he write an an- 
in- 


ſxer to charges, which tas 910 be brought againſt him at the meeting, 
to when he knew not what thoſe charges might be. 127" OR 

* Wien Mr. Tgller refuſed to withdraw, Mr. Kennedy roſe up, and 
our made what is called his sy EEE.“ He fat off with inflated language 


10 and extravagant ge/ticulations ; (of whom he borrowed his language and 


geſticulations I do not pretend to ſay.) But after he had uttered 

the two or three pompous ſentences, his oratory was exhauſted 3 upon which 

1 he kindled into a rage; abuſed Mr. Toller, in the moſt vulgar manner; 
ſtared, and foamed ; crying out, “ it is -DEVILISH, gentlemen ! I ſa 

ave it is DEVILISH, &C. &c. hat he faid was fo wild, incoherent, filly, 

ven and abſurd, that it was impoſſible to remember the ohe of it. Mr. 

lave Toller remembered, and inſerted in ſubſequent Tranſactions quite enough 

of it. There was no reaſon to complain of any emiffion.| It would 

have been cruel, had it been remembered, to have interted the ſpeech 
entire, : e 


was © contrary to the rules of decency and forms of bufinefs.” — Contrary 
de- o the Rules of decency and forms of buſineſs, truly! for a man to hear 
1 * his accuſation, and to ſpeak in his defence! — Such a poſition from the 


pen of an inquiſitor would have been in character. The loweſt mecha- 
nic in this land of freedom would contemn it. EV 

Though no mention had been made of the buſineſs of the meeting. 
when it was moved for Mr. Toller to withdraw, and, of conſequence, no 
reaſon Had appeared why his attendance would be improper; yet the 


oller, notion was carried with all imaginable eagerneſs. This eager vote, 
itten 2 ithout any apparent reaſon, plainly ſhows that ſecret and indirect means 


bad been previouſly employed, to prejudice and inflame the minds, of 


5 ; 5 the 
* Reply, Page 32. {|| Ib. Ib. Page 30. 3 
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Mr. Toller's infiſting to ſtay and ſpeak for himſelf is repreſented + ag 
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next efforts were to prevent my friends contributing to * 
ſupport, and to ſecure? their contributions to yourſelf, You 
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had 
* 
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the majority then preſent againſt him. Dr. Fordyce himſelf, with all 
DIGNITY, went about, as I am aſſured, to requeſt perſons to attend at 
the meeting for Mr. Toller's expulſion. But after every nerve had been 
ſtrained to get perſons together for that purpoſe, yet, as appears from 
the Reply,“ not many more than a -h d of the number of members and 
ſubſcribers, belonging to the ſociety when united, could be prevailed on to 
vote againſt Mr. Toller, including men, their wives, and others of their fa- 
milies, and likewiſe thoſe connected with other congregations who voted 
on the occaſion. It is aſſertedꝭ that men and their wives voted for Mr. Tol. 
ler, as well as againſt him, but it is not known nor believed, that there was 
one inſtance of this kind. Had it been intended that men's wives, and 
others of their families ſhould vote, notices ſhould have been ſent to 
them to deſire their attendance. No ſuch notices however weile ſent to 
tuch of them as were Mr. Toller's friends. No notice of the meeting 
was read to the morning auditory. Nor did the printed letter, whic 
was ſent about on Monday to ſummon the meeting the next day, give the 
leaſt intimation what was the buſineſs to be tranſated.— Several of Mr, 
Toller's friends knew nothing of the bu/ine/s of the meeting, till they 
heard he was actually expelled. . 3 
Though it appears by the Reply itſelf, in the pages juſt quoted, that 
not many more than a TurigD voted-for Mr. Toller's expuſion from 
Monkwell-ſtreet, and for accepting Dr. Fordyce's offer to preach there 
in the Morning; yet it is aſſerted, that © a veRY LaRGE MAJORITY 
of the congregation who had ſeen the whole of the correſpondence (be- 
eween Dr. Fordyce and Mr. Toller) gave Dr. Fordyce, by their ballot, a 
clear and ſubſtantial proof of their eſteem and attachment.“ Not many 
more than a THIRD, and A VERY LARGE MAJORITY, I leave to the 
Reverend Doctor and his prudent friend to reconcile, — But with what 
truth is it ſaid, that this very large majority had ſeen the wor E of the 
correſpondence ? The correſpondence at that time was not printed. Mr, 


Faller had never ſhewn the correſpondence to by far the greater part of 


the perſons then preſent ; with many of them he had not the leaſt ac- 
quaintance : As to ſome of them he was an entire ſtranger to their per- 
es and names. Nor could Dr. Fordyce have ſhewn them the wroLE 
of the correſpondence, if what is aſſerted be true, that he newer opened 
Mr. Toller's third letter, in which the grounds of their differences are 
more fully examined, than in either of the preceding. How then could 
they have ſeen the waors of the correſpondence ? I ſhould be glad to 
hope, that not one of thoſe who gave Dr. Fordyce their ballot” as it 
is called, had then ſeen the whole, or any part of the correſpondence ; 
for it is painful to think that any one connected with a 1 ſociety 
ſhould deem 1Nn1jusTice and FALSERHOOD a foundation for eſteem 
and attachment.“ | 1 985 

There is in the Reply ſome mention made of a meeting at Monkwell- 


' firect, about appointing a committee, for conducting the temporal al- 


| fairs 
* Reply, Pages 44 and 53 compared. 5 Reply, Page 41. 
+ Reply, Page 3, Note. t Ib. | | ; N 
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had fondly indulged a flattering idea, that none of 4 

conſequence could poſſibly think of leaving vou.“ But now 
you were alarmed with the number and reſpectable cha- 
racter of my friends, and were appreſſenſive that the main 
deſign of your ſchemes was in danger of being defeated. 


v 7 J 


—To prevent this, you induſtriouſly reported, . what you 


knew not, and what you had no poſſibility of knowing,” 
that I was a man of an affluent fortune, and that conſe- 


gently there was no occaſion to ſubſcribe to me. And you 


even condeſcended to ſolicit and importune chem to return 
to you. I have ſeen a letter which you ſent with 


have the honour to number among my friends, in which 
you preſſed every motive your imagination could ſuggeſt. 


But as the injuſtice and violence of your paſt proceedings 


had excited a generous indignation, ſo the litcleneſs and 
meanneſs of this excited ſilent and ſovereign contempt. - _ 


You refrained from nothing that was likely to enſure the 

ſucceſs of your plan: Yet in its operation it has produced 
þ of thoſe which you intended. And while 

you have been diſappointed in your expectations, its iſſue - 


effects the rever 


to me has been in all reſpects favourable. „ 


been more prudent, to have made no reply, than that 


which you are now circulating? And is the private mode 
of circulation perfectly honourable ? Why ſhould you ſhun 


the public examination of what every motive ufged- 


you, if poſſible, to obviate? Why ſhould you wander. far 
from the points in queſtion, and largely inſiſt on things 
immaterial and irrelative, if it were not your aim to com. 
found, inſtead of convincing ; if you were not conſcio 

that the cauſe you are engaged in is incapable of being 
ſupported ß . e 


fairs of the ſociety. But as there was not the leaſt difference between Dr. 
Fordyce and Mr. Toller, * that buſineſs; as the Propoſal of a 
committee did not originate from Mr. Toller; and as the meeting con- 


cerning it was not ſummoned by him, it is needleſs to enter into that 


tranſaction. It ſhall ſuffice to obſerve in general, that the meaſure was, 
in itſelf, in every view proper; that it was propoſed by geatlemen as 
ieſpeQtable as any belonging to the ſociety, and inthe moit friendly man- 
ner, and ſolely from a perſuaſion of its propriety and uſ. 


The | 


this view to an excellent and venerable perſon, whom I 
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ſtreet would naturally lead the reader to ſuppoſe, that I 
had denied your being invited thither; or, at leaſt, had 


denied that Dr. Lawrence concurred in the invitation. On 


the contrary, I have ſaid“ (what is a well known fact) that 
you owe your ſettlement there to his countenance and te- 
commendatien. And had it not been for his countenance 


and recommendation, it is probable (judging from your 


mortifying diſappointments elſewhere) you would have 
been in your former ſituation to this very hour. F 


/ 


My 


* Sub. Tranſ P. 79. / „ een 
+ Some perſon ſpeaking to Dr. Lawrence of Dr. (then Mr.) Fordyce's 
rejection by a neighbouring ſociety, Dr. Lawrence, whom all his friends 
know to have been of a compaſſionate temper, pitied him under this freſh 
mor tification, and dropped an expreſſion, without any particular mean. 
ing, which was conſtrued to intimate, that he might probably gain ad; 
mittance into Monkwell-ftreet, Dr. Fordyce's agents hearing of this, 
applied to Dr. Lawrence, and were almoſt continually with him. He 
was a ſtranger to. Dr. Fordyce's preaching and perſon : But from the te- 
6 rg given of him, I have no doubt he thought, that his comin 
Monkwell-itreet would ſubſerve the intereſts of that ſociety.” Nor h 
the people in general any knowledge of Dr. Fordyce. I believe few of 
them heard him, when he came repeatedly to London, as was ſup- 
poſed, in queſt of a ſettlement, They were not of the di Poſition of 
the Athenians; they did not ſpend their time in running after ſome 


New Thing.” However, as Dr. Lawrence countenanced the connection, 


the ſociety fell in with the ſcheme, and I believe with expectation of the 
happieſt effects; and therefore they ſigned ſuch an invitation as is uſual 


on theſe occaſicns. Andithe letter which Dr. Lawrence ſent to Dr For- 


= was very proper, being addreſſed to a perſon with whom he' was 
dut to be connected, and of whom he had received ſuch repreſen- 
tations, | | | 
Dr. Lawrence was inficm in the latter part of his life. He preached 
once only after Dr. Fordyce came to Monkwell-ſtteet ; and died in Ofto- 
ber following. During his illneſs the ſociety had declined in point of 
numbers ; but, from the beſt information I have received, was far from 
being in that low tate repreſented in the Reply. f If Dr. Lawrence had 


lived, Dr. Fordyce's treatment of Mr. Toller will juſtify a ſuſpicion, - 


that he wquld have contrived ſomething as a ground of differing with 
that worthy man, and would have told him, ““ Sir, the fociety was in 
a very low ſtate when I came to it; you have, ſince my 11 
little or no addition to its ſubſeriptions; you are reaping the fruits of 
my labeurs ; you do not expreſs a proper ſenſe of this indulgence; I av 


- RESOLVED, with the approbation of very many of my friends, in fu- 
ture to rely on ſuch marks of regard as the members and ſubſcribers of 


the Monkwell-ftreet congregation may pleaſe to ſhow me, ſeparately and 


| unconneRed with thoſe they .ſhall think proper to give to you,” 


+ Page 46. j 
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My invitation too (very pertinently no doubt) makes no 


upon my qualifications in my profeſſion. You are wel- 
come, Sir, to repreſent theſe in what light you think pro- 
r. I ſhall not urge any thing in their vindication. 1 


to my many imperfections, nor the incenſe of. ſurrounding 
ſycoꝑhants inflated me with vanity.— They who ſtatedly 
attend on my miniſtry will judge, and they have the beſt 
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for my own credit, as well as for the pleaſure and im- 


| provement of my hearers, that they were lefs unworthy 
: their attention“ ; 

; h * $693 It 
| $ | : - > 
- | * The people who had invited Dr. Fordyce to Monkwell-ſtreet, were 
bo very deſirous that Mr. Toller might be morning preacher there. When 
4. they came to the meeting appointed for a choice, they were much ſur- 
. prized at finding a number of perſons gathered together, whom they 
Ie knew not, who voted for the adjournment of the buſineſs to ſome diſtant 
8 | day, It ſeems, that upon the book of ſubſeribers there ſtood in one ar- 
ücle, Mr. Alexander Fordyce and friends; and that Mr. Alexander For- 
4 dyce thought proper to bring a number of his friends to vote on that oc- 
of caſon; and upon the ſame principle, and under the ſame deſcrigtion, 
p- might have brought as many as he pleaſed. Beſides, in fact, neither 
of Mr. Alexander Fordyce, nor his friends, nor the other ſtrangers who at- 


tended, had a right to vote, as they had not yet contributed a fingle. 
farthing to the ſubſcriptions of the ſociety. — No obje ction, that I ever 
heard of, was made to Mr. Toller's character, principles or preaching. 
The ſuppoſed grounds of the oppoſition to him were, a jealouſy of the 
ſuperior regard which might be ſhewn to him, by thoſe who had been 
connected with Dr. Lawrence, and a.delire to procure a perſon to preach, 
in the morning for ſome trifling conſideration. —It was found, during the 
adjournment, that they who were for Mr. Toller were fteady to their 
point. And it was thought too hazardous, at that early period of the 
Doctor's connection with the ſociety, (as it might be conſtrued into a de- 
gree of ingratitude) to perſevere in the attempt to ſruſtrate the ear- 
reſt wiſhes of thoſe, who, a few months before, had advanced him to 
his ſation ; and in whom alone, at the time of the adjournment, the. 
right of eleQting a morning preacher was veſted, —We learn from the. 
Reply, that the oppoſition to Mr, Toller was from Dr, Fordyce. - We are. 
there told, that the point of oppoſing Mr. Toller was given up by Dr. 
Fordyce ; and“ that Mr. Toller was choſen by his permiſſion.” 1 Br. 
HS PERMISSION | Tt is hard to determine, whether this ſaid pER M1S5SION 
5 expreſſive of greater indecency to the ſociety, or of greater zgnorance 
of their rights as diſſenters. | | CORE ns 
Dr Lawrence, it is ſaid, f ** never once made the leaſt attempt, or in- 
tmated the mott diſtant wiſh, to place his own ſon-in-law, Mr. Toller, 
| | in 


＋ Reply, page 13. { Ib. Page 50. ; 
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inconſiderable part of the reply. And an attack is made 


truſt the partialities of ſelf· love have not rendered me blind 


right to judge, of my public productions. I ſincerely wiſh 
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and friendly an attachment to him. His being freely and voluntarily 
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1.1 is aſſerted in the Reply,* 0 that during the courſe of 
fourteen years, there were not three, and as it is believed, 
not more than one, added to the ſociety by my means? 
This ſeems a pleaſing ſubject; for I obſerve it is ſeyeral 
times brought forth to view. But I ſhould be glad to 
know, Sir, what foundation there is for the aſſertion. 
When new ſubſcribers came ro Monkwell-ſtreet, was it 
their conſtant cuſtom to mention on - wheſt account they 
came thither? whether on yours or on mine? T apprehend 
it was ſeldom, if ever done; as ſuch a diſcrimination was 
entirely unneceſſary, the contributions of the ſubſcribers 
being lodged in one general Fund, out of which I received 
my ſtated ſalary. How then was it known, that but one, or 
but two at the moſt, were added to the ſociety, in the cobrſe 
of fourteen years, by my means? You yourſelf have 
ſaid, ** that the morning auditory conſtituted a very con- 
fiderable part of the congregation which dttended in the 
es afternoon,” 
5 3 1 
in that relation (a co-paſtor) or even to have him for an aſſiſtant.“ If 
this be deſigned to ſuggeſt that Dr. Lawrence had little or no eſteem for 
Mr. Toller, it is certain he gave as ſtrong proof of his eſteem, as an 
man could do. And from the time Mr. Toller became connected wit 
his family, to the day of his death, they lived together with uninter- 
rupted . Dr. Lawrence was a gentleman of a liberal 3 
and as he could not ſtoop to any thing mean, he could not offer his 
ſervices to a diffenting ſociety ; or the ſervices of one ſo nearly related to 
him. But if he had been capable of thus degrading his character, what 
reaſon was there for his doing it? Mr. Toller was not deſtitute of a ſet- 
tlement: He was then Paſtor of another r Dr. Law- 
rence, or had Mr. Toller, intimated a wiſh, that the latter might be 
choſen into Monkwell-ftreet, there can be no doubt that it would have 


been complied with; for thoſe very perſons were the electors, who 
afterwards actually did chooſe Mr. Toller, and who diſcovered ſo firm 


choſen by a worthy ſerious people, to whom he was zo ſtranger; whole 
religious principles coincided with his own ;. for whom he entertained - 
2 regard; and who had been long peaceably and happily connected 
with his venerable father-in law, operated ſtrongly with him to accept of 
their invitation. In the exerciſe of his miniſtry with ſuch, there was a 
proſpect of uſefulneſs and comfort. Beſides, by preaching to diſtant fo 
cieties, inſtead of preaching to the ſame ſociety, both parts of the Lord's 
Day, his preparation for the pulpit was leſſened, and he had more op 
portunity to attend to the recovery of his health, which was then declin- 
ing; and which, indeed, notwithſtanding this relief, was afterwards { 
far declined, as that he was hardly capable of preaching at all, 
| "Pape 10, 7 Les Nh Page 35. 
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afternoon.” * And it is certain, that many who commenced 


tended my miniſtry ; and that many of theſe, as well as 
thoſe families who belonged to the ſociety before, removed 
with me to the place where I now miniſter. Their re- 
moval was owing, either to perſonal attachment to me, or 
to a generous ſenſe of the injuries I had received, or to 
the united operation of both theſe motives You and 
your prudent friend may attribute it to which of them you 
pleaſe. If to the former, what becomes of the preced- 
ing aſſertion ? If to the latter, was not your treatment of 
me evidently unjuſt and oppreſſive ?F _ : 
[ ought not to paſs over in ſilence the following paſſage, 
« He himſelf (meaning me) experienced pretty — A 
(the diminution of ſubſcriptions) in a former connection, 
the ſociety then under his care having, from the flouriſhing 
ſtate in which it was committed to him, fallen into conſi- 
derable decay, and if the writer is not miſinformed, him- 
elf into ſome diſgrace with that ſociety too.. As to what 
77 MW | received from the ſociety, with which I was formerly con- 
for WT nected, I aſſert, that the ſubſcriptions I received from that 
ny WF cicty, at the time when I was invited to be morning 
preacher at Monkwell-ſtreet, amounted to more than 1 
d; received when 1 firſt came to it. Had it been otherwiſe, 
| F 2 | the 


* Mr. Toller's auditory at Monkwell-ſtreet was a reſpectable one; 
Though many of the old people were-removed by death, after he came 
lither 5 yet his auditory was not diminiſhed, It was as numerous at laſt 
vat firſt, Mr. Toller, indeed, never made uſe of thoſe arts, which 
love been ſometimes made uſe of to collect a crowd. He was never ſo indif- 
kent to the honour of his profeſſion, as to apveRT158 his preaching 


firm ud his ſubject in the public prints. ho 
tarily t is intimated, that chole who figned Dr. Fordyce's invitation to 
whole Billlonkwell. ſtreet, were unjuſtifiable in leaving him. — According to this 
ned-2WMbfrine, a perſon who invites a miniſter, under the idea of his being a 
netted Wiwrthy character, has no right to quit his miniffry, when he finds his 
cept 0 tntinuing in connection with him, would countenance thoſe diſpoſi- 


uns and actions, which it is the intention of religion to reſtrain and to 
went. It is an apoſtolic injunction, “ be not partaker of other men's 

n.“ But he who is N by ſolicitation and importunity; by 
irgard to worldly intereſt; or hy the blind ipal of party zeal, ta 
dntenance another in (to ſay the leaſt) very exceptionable parts of 


n conduct, is, upon the principles of Scripture, and the maxims of 


ence on thoſe of principle in the ſeaſon of ſober reflection. 
[Replyy Page 45+ os 


{ſubſcribers after I became connected with the ſociety, at- 


md reaſon, a partaker of his guilt. -- This conſideration will have iis 
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the taking notice in the Rep 3 
reign to the preſent caſe, would Rave on = ne e. 1 
ſo much as the impotence of your reſentment. br” to the 
'DrSGRACE. into which I am faid to have fallen W191 
ſociety, I now call upon you, Sir, to pRovs the alle 
of to give up your informant. If you do neither Gf 
will it not be judged, by the impartial public, a AG | 
NANT INVENTION OF YOUR OWN? _ "oo 
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